METAPHYSICS  OF  THE  WILL
and finally of Schopenhauer's special aversion, Hegel, who has been supposed most unfavourable of all to any recognition of individuality as real. It is more true, Hegel maintains, that the individuality determines its world than that it is determined by it; and there is no explanation why the determination should be such and such except that the individuality was already what it is.1 And, if Schopenhauer's more imaginative speculations seek countenance from the side of empiricism, there is nothing in them quite so audacious as a speculation of J. S. Mill on disembodied mind, thrown out during the time when he was writing his Logic.2
The association with pantheism Schopenhauer accepts in principle, though the name is not congenial to him. In his system the Will is one and all, like the f Deus' of Spinoza. The difference is that, instead of ascribing perfection to the universe that is its manifestation, he regards the
1 Phdnomenologie des Geistes, Jiibilaurosausgabe, ed. G. Lassos, pp. 201-3.
2  Letter to Robert Barclay Fox, May 10, 1842.    Printed In Appendix to Letters and Journals of Caroline. Fox, third ed., vol. ii. pp. 331-2.    * To suppose that the eye is necessary to sight,5 says Mill, f seems to me the notion of one immersed in matter.    What we call our bodily sensations are all in the mind, and would not necessarily or probably cease, because the body perishes.'
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